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IHTRODUCTION 


\  friend  was  telling  ne  the  other  day  of  a  literary  character  who  had  spent  hio 
Dntire  life  writing  and  re-writing  the  first  sentence  (or  was  it  the  firct  par- 
i graph)  of  the  ’novel  of  hio  life.’  Realizing  that  that  aloo  portrayed  ny  po¬ 
sition  y  I  reflected?  Why  was  it  that  I  had  vented  ny  rage,  joy,  etc,,  only 
lpon  ny  roonnate?  Why  was  I  reluctant  about  ohouting  it  from  the  rooftops, 
Irawing  it  on  the  sidewalks,  or  even  as  a  laot  reoort  oending  it  in  a  letter  to 
the  Tar  Heel? 

i 

Perhaps  the  main  reaoon  wan  a  fear  concerning  ny  ’innature’  form,  ny  vehicle 
?ith  ito  ’out  of  tune’  motor.  Don't  people  laugh  at  and  ignore  thooe  with  ’  in- 
jorrect’  dreoc?  Isn’t  it  true  that  wordo  flowing  fron  a  bearded  nouth  loose 
ill  significance  nerely  because  of  the  be-rd?  Of  course  to  all  that  I  have 
said,  oay  now,  and  will  forever  say,  'lull!  Dob  Dylan  correctly  analysed  ny 
condition  when  he  oaid  that  to  succeed  one  nunt  not  "wear  oandalo  and  try  to 
ivoid  scandals."  '  ut  then  again  he  convinced  ne  that  that  was  wrong  when  he 
idvised,  "You  don’t  need  a  weathernnn  to  know  which  way  the  wind  blovrs."  So, 
to  use  Dylan  once  nore,  "I  ain’t  gonna  work  on  Haggle’s  Parn  no  nore!" 

Phis  is  all  to  tell  you,  the  interested  (i  hope)  reader,  of  the  beginnings  and 
purpose  of  this  publication.  1  have  things  to  say,  issues  to  assert,  views  to 
Criticize,  expressions  to  chare*  Wy  roonnate  does  too  and  I’n  sure  there  are 
aany  reading  this  who  do  also.  A  separate  publication  fron  the  Tar  Heel  was 
aade  necessary  by  ny  huge  dissatisfaction  with  its  editorial  (and  its  general) 
Dolicy*  Certainly  issues  of  greater  inportance  could  find  place  in  an  editor¬ 
ial  column.  Editorial  space  should  also  be  available  (conscientiously  avail¬ 
able)  for  opposing  views  and  arguments.  I’n  net  neaning  to  belittle  the  Tar 
!eel  as  nuch  ao  to  give  ny  reasons  for,  not  using  it  a3  a  plntforn*  This  publi¬ 
cation  proposes  to  be  a  place  where  serious  discussion  on  serious  issues  can 
Sake  forne  . 

:  ",  *  “i 

you  can  see,  interest  will  be  the  life-blood  of  this  publication*  All  ser¬ 
ious  articles  will  be  printed.  Please  send  all  serious  views,  argunents,  ex¬ 
pressions,  criticisns,  or  what  have  you  to i  #2  Pine  Pluff  Trail,  Chapel  Hill* 
Pel*  968-6313«  So  here  goes*  . 


TIIE  REPEL 

lone  prelininary  remarks  and  exhortations!  In  this  and  succeeding  columns  x 
rould  like  to  present  serious  dialogue  on  the  Rebel  and  the  University.  This 
Lialogue  is  limited  only  by  your  definitions  and  willingness  to  participate# 

?he  nature  of  contemporary  rebellion  varies  as  widely  as  the  particular  situa¬ 
tions  that  rebels  are  in.  There  are  Vietniks,  speechniks,  civil  righters,  pov¬ 
erty  fighters  and  free  university  people*  In  the  midst  of  this  diversity  some 
sonnon  themes  prevail.  One  of  these  deals  with  an  impetus  to  rebellion  -  t  e 
presence  of  paradox.  The  world  of  the  proto-rebel  is  one  where  ideals  and  real 
ity  increasingly  do  not  correspond. 


lint  world  includes  a  university  that  pledges 
>nd  criticism,  and  yet  turns  out  men  who  pass 
rersity  that  pledges  itself  to  the  notion  of  a 
ret  reserves  the  right  to  refuse  to  deal  with 
3 tudent  body.  It  is  a  university  that  pledges 
lind  and  yet  institutes  an  academic  setting  tha 
faculty  contact  in  favor  of  large  scale  sausage 


itself  to  rational  examination 
speaker  ban  laws.  It  is  a  uni 
self-governing  student  body,  and 
elected'1  representatives  of  that 
itself  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
t  increasingly  forbids  student  - 
packing  education. 


Aron  society  at  large  there  are  governmental  commitments  to  democratic  prin  - 
Die  -  majority  rule  and  minority  right  -  and  yet  our  Free  wor^d  alliances  in¬ 
clude  Spain,  Nationalist  China  and  the  Union  of  South  Africa.  On  the  domestic 
scene  there  have  been  commitments  to  the  equality  of  men  and  ye  pover  j 
jivil  rights  have  been  little  more  than  legislated  against. 


' 


There  are  countless  more  examples  of  where  paradox  and  contradiction  prevail. 
There  is  a  terrible  fracture  between  ideals  and  reality,  between  promises  made 
and  promises  kept,  between  responsibility  accepted  and  responsibility  gained* 

vfhen  this  fracture  becomes  too  pronounced,  some  idealists  stand  to  deal  with 
the  fracture  -  they  rebel. 
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THE  SPU  AND  THE  GRIT 

pony  of  us  have  witnessed  this  past  week  a  display  of  futility  undertaken  by 
the  members  of  SPU  and  the  population  of  Gritland  under  the  glaring  lights  of 
f-Court.  On  one  side  is  a  flushed  blond  screaming  in  emotion  charged  voice: 
"We  must  get  out.  We  must  get  out!"  On  the  other  side  are  equally  valid  ex¬ 
pressions  of  tight  underpants:  "We  must  stay  in,  Draft  that  man!"  Both  the 
defensive  emotion  of  the  SPU  and  the  righteous  cackling  of  the  Grit  (both  are 
aauseating  to  this  writer)  have  been  occasioned  by  the  ad  honinem  arguments  and 
the  inexcusable  misunderstanding  of  the  Daily  Tar  Heel.  Now  let  us  see  if  we 
han’t  try  to  dig  through  the  mud  and  arrive  at  a  more  ’objective’  position. 


Since  the  misunders tanding  concerns  the  war  in  Vietnam,  let  us  look  first  into 
the  concept  of  ’war.’  An  obvious  distinction  must  be  made.  It  is  extremely 

odd  about  the  debate  on  campus  that  this  basic  distinction  is  not  made.  No  won 
,ler  nothing  results.  But  surely  there  is  a  difference  in  concept  between  ’war’ 
land  the  ’purpose'  of  war.  ’War’  is  the  action  (or  also  non-action,  IT  guess) 
which  is  undertaken  to  achieve  the  ’purpose’  of  the  war.  ’War’  is  a  rather  st& 
tic  term  changing  only  in  terms  of  varying  technology *  whereas  the  ’pux-pose’  is 
constantly  changing  and  is  always  dependent  on  the  particular  situations.  A 
’war’  "between  two  ’primitive’  tribes  and  a  ’war’  such  as  the  Second  World  War 
differ  very  little ;  only  that  in  one  case  the  opponents  hit  each  other  over  the 
'lead  with,  say,  large  sticks  and  in  the  other  they  do  it  with  explosive  weapons. 
I  must  admit  here  that  the  concept  of  ’cold  war’  does  step  out  of  this  category 
a  bit  but  since  the  issue  involved  here  isn’t  the  ’cold  war’,  the  distinction 
;an  still  be  meaningfully  used.  Bn  these  two  examples  of  ’war’  it  is  another 
fching  to  talk  about  the  ’purposej’  One  c.ould  be  concerned  with  physical  or  ma¬ 
terial  issues  (such  as  a  correct  boundary  line,  or  the  possession  of  certain  ob 
ijects)  while  the  other  be  concerned  with  ideological  issues  (such  as  freedom  vs 
totalitarianism  or  just  plain  *ny  view*  vs  ’ yours ’ ) 4 

Although  this  explanation  is  probably  unclear,  we  can  at  leant  see  that  two  con 
pepts  can  be  separated  in  the  meaning  of  the  common  use  of  the  word  War.  One  a 
leans  to  achieve  the  other.  Each  concept  can  be  considered  independently  of  the 
>ther  and  neither  concept  necessarily  implies  the  other  (this  is  a  debatable 
>oint  and  would  probably  hinge  on  semantics  -  such  as  what  does  ’purpose*  nean- 
>r  whether  you  included  within  the  concept  of  ’war’  the  *  sub’ -concept  of  ’suc¬ 
cessful  war ’  which  would  then  put  a  possible  necessary  link  between  the  ’war* 
md  its  ’purpose’). 

row  with  this  distinction  perhaps  we  can  take  a  clearer  Book  at  the  conflict, 
Jehind  the  slogans  of  "Get  out  of  Vietnam"  and  "End  the  war  in  Vietnam",  just 
'hat  is  meant  by  the  SPU?  The  first  sentence  of  their  "Statement  of  Purpose" 
ays  that  "The  Student  Peace  Union  is  an  organization  of  young  people  who  be— 
ieve  that  neither  war  nor  the  threat  of  war  can  any  longer  be  successfuly  used 
o  settle  international  disputes..,."  Certainly  in  this  we  can  see  our  dis- 
inction.  The  concept  of  ’war’  (or  we  could  substitute  the  word  ’fighting*, 
ouldn’t  we?)  is  clearly  what  is  argued  against.  No  stand  is  made  concerning 
he  ’purpose’  of  the  ’war.’  There  are  two  issues  here?  one  involved  with  the 
roblen  of  whether  ’war’  is  effective  or  good,  and  the  other  a  separate  issue 
onceraing  the  particular  situation  and  the  particular  goals  of  those  involved. 
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The  mistake  that  the  SPU  has  made  is  that  they  have  failed  to  realize  this  dis¬ 
tinction  themselves.  On  the  other  side  of  the  fence,  the  opposition  also  has 
failed  to  realize  that  the  difference  exists.  The  question  that  each  side  has 
to  ask  is  that  when  they  say  "End  the  war  in  Vietnam"  or  "Stay  in  Vietnam"  are 
they  talking  about  ending  or  continuing  the  1  fighting1  or  about  standing  for  or 
against  the  1  purpose*  involved  there.  The  failure  to  do  this  on  both  sides 
leads  to  the  fiasco  in  Y-Court  this  past  week.  The  SPU  asks  us  to  end  the  ‘wa?1 
in  Vietnam,  meaning,  I  believe,  the  fighting  and'  killing  (they  assert  thqt 
there  are  other  means  that  can  effectively  be  used  to  try  to  resolve  the  ’pur¬ 
pose1).  But  then  the  Grit  turns  around  and  accuses  the  SBU  of  being  unpatriotic 
and  unanerican,  meaning,  I  again  believe,  that  the  SPU  must  be  against  the  5  pur 
pose1  of  the  American  involvement.  -  Since  they  are  both  talking  about  different 
concepts,  how  can  any  understanding  be  achieved? 
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POLICY  STATE?  "EFT 

ith  this  the  second  issue  of  Penny  Papers,  we  continue  to  offer  a  sounding- 
oard  for  student,  faculty,  and  interested*  opinion*  Fe  maintain  an  open  door 
or  discussion  and  expression,  asking  only  for  sincerity  and  responsibility  on 
our,  the  writer  and  reader,  part.  Read  these  articles  with  interest  and  en- 
oyment.  If  you  have  an  idea  you  wish  to  express,  then  please  send  it  to  us: 

2  Pine  fluff  Trail,  Chapel  Ilill,  F,  p.  Tel.  968-6313*  No  restrictions  are 
laced  on  topic,  style,  or  what  have  you.  Remember  your  interest  is  our  life- 
lood.  So  here  goes  again: 


LETTER 

he  study  commission  on  the  sperker-ban  law  may  provide  a  means  for  getting  us 
ast  the  immediate  problem  without  destroying  the  university.  Yet  the  mechanism 
If  compromise  may  conceal  the  real  situation,  which  can  as  surely,  if  more  slow 
7,  destroy  the  university, 

here  is  a  practical  approach  to  the  problem  which  has  been  too  seldom  used. 

1.  Who  is  hurt  by  the  speaker-ban  law? 

2.  Who  is  helped  by  the  law? 

he  answer  to  the  first  question  is  both  clear  and  demonstrable.  The  Communists 
srtainly  are  not  hurt  and  the  university  just  as  surely  is. 

pinmutn  sm  uses  a  wide  range  of  tactics  in  seeking  power.  The  least  important 
iid  least  effective  is  argument  and  speeches  from  public  pi  c,  tforms.  The  Commu- 
:1st  party  is  essentially  conspiratorial  and  conspiracy  cannot  stand  exposure, 
prtyrdom  is  far  more  useful;  all  Communist  s treetdemons trations  seek  some  poor 
jape  to  push  in  front  and  get  killed  so  they  can  claim  him  as  a  martyr.  It  is 
:ach  more  useful  to  the  Communist  party  to  say,  "We  have  been  unfairly  deprived 
if  our  rights,"  and  thus  pose  as  martyrs,  than  to  have  the  use  of  public  plat- 
orms . 

t  is  equally  clear  that  the  University  can  be  grievously, if  not  fatally  hurt, 
ood  professors  and  good  students  cannot  tolerate  being  pushed  around  in  this 
ashion,  a  fact  of  life  the  legislature  should  accept.  The  Forth  Carolina  leg- 
3lature(which  presumes  to  accuse  the  Supreme  Court  and  the  national  government 
f  having  too  much  authority) demands  sweeping  control  over  life  in  the  state  so 
ri-’t  even  criticism  of  their  acts  is  considered  equivalent  to  treason.  No  uni- 
ersity  can  survive  as  a  great  university  in  such  a  climate.  And  the  University 
f  Forth  Carolina  is  the  state’s  only  claim  to  international  fame.  with  an  arro 
ance  almost  unparalleled  in  legislatures  in  a  democracy,  this  legislature 
laims  to  be  "Boss."  The  legislature  is  the  servant  of  the  commonwealth  and  not: 
its  master. 


bo,  then,  is  helped  by  the  law? 

the  first  place,  the  Communists  are.  By  weakening  one  of  the  major  institu- 
ons  of  a  free  society  (and  UFC  is  one  of  the  country’s  20  or  25  best  universi 
es)  the  law  weakens  that  society.  Any  act  that  weakens  freedom,  spreads  dis- 
■ust  and  contention  among  a  people,  sets  one  group  against  another,  helps  the 
mmunist  conspiracy.  Conspiracies  don’t  succeed  in  a  strong  society..  They 
rk  by  spying  or  stealing  secrets  or  the  like,  which  is  the  responsibility  of 
Le  police,  cr,  politically,  they  work  inthe  breakdown  of  the  society.  A  strong 
.d  free  and  confident  society  has  nothing  to  fear  from  Communist  speakers.  A 
vided,  mistrustful,  oppressive  society  is  wide  open  to  some  totalitarian  con- 

>iracy. 

important  as  it  is,  this  is  not  the  most  pressing  danger,  since  the  country's 
,jor  universities  and  every  other  state  have  rejected  this  approach  andmay  per 
ips  protect  the  nation  where  Forth  Carolina  has  run  away.  The. most  important 
Lestion  is:  who  in  Forth  Carolina  is  helped  by  the  law?  This  is  not  quite  so 
jvious.  It  might  be  answered  by  finding  out  who  favors  the  law.  There  appear 
>  be  three  distinct  groups  who  favor  it. 


The  first  and  probably  the  largest  group  are  those  who  have  the  desire  to  do 
what  is  right  and  the  courage  to  do  it,  who  would  not  willingly  harm  the  univer 
sity  or  the  state,  but  who  lack  leadership.  All  of  us  have  competence  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas  and  not  in  others*  I  know  what  a  university  is,  but  on  tobacco  mar¬ 
keting  policy  or  two  price  cotton  I  must  follow  the  leadership  of  men  I  trust. 
It  is  part  of  the  role  of  a  governor  or  a  candidate  for  governor  to  know  what  a 
university  is  and  give  leadership  to  the  state  in  this  as  in  other  policy.  The 
present  governor,  the  past  governor,  andthe  other  major  dandidate  have  given  no 
leadership  at  all.  Many  other  state  leaders  have  been  equally  timid.  It  is 
little  wond.er  that  this  group  has  believed  the  only  public  voices  they  have 
heard  raised. 

There  is  another  group  favoring  the  bill  that  is  smaller  but  still  too  large. 
This  group  is  made  up  of  the  timid  and  the  faithless,  those  who  fear  thenew  and 
different.  They  are  those  who  have  no  faith  in  the  homes  our  studeints  came  from 
or  the  schools  where  they  are  educated,  for  theyare  certain  the  students  cannot 
tell  the  good  from  the  bad.  They  mistrust  the  American  system  for  they  are  cer¬ 
tain  Communism  looks  more  attractive*  They  are  sure  a  Communist  speaker  can  win 
oonv<  rts .  They  are  sure  that  anyone  who  thinks  or  dresses  a  little  differently 
from  themselves  must  surely  be  a  Communist.  They  are  afraid  of  a  great  univer¬ 
sity,  for  a  great  university  has  ideas  that  are  new  and  different.  They  are 
afraid  of  freedom.  Freedom  is  not  freedom  if  it  is  only  for  those  we  like. 
Freedom  is  freedom  only  if  it  is  for  those  who  believe  ideas  that  differ  from 
our  own  as  well  as  those  who  agree.  The  enemy  of  freedom  is  not  the  man  with 
new  or  different  ideas.  The  worst  enemy  of  freedom  is  the  man  too  timid  to  be 
free.  These  are  the  men  who  exploit  other  men’s  sacrifice  end  claim  that  we  owe 
this  law  to  the  soldiers  in  Viet  Nam.  If  those  soldiers  are  truly  American  they 
are  not  fighting  just  against  an  enemy,  but  for  freedom.  what  good  is  there  to 
come  home  from  VietNan  and  find  that  the  politicians  have  destroyed  the  freedom 
you  fought  for? 

The  gag  law  helps  this  group  because  it  makes  them  feel  brave  without  having  tto 
suffer  any  danger  or  make  any  sacrifice.  They  can  write  vulgar  and  abusive  let¬ 
ters  and  feel  heroic  and  still  sleep  safely  in  their  own  beds.  Nut  their  self- 
satisfaction  hardly  justifies  the  destruction  of  the  University. 

There  is  a  third  group,  the  smallest  and  most  dangerous  of  all.  This  is  the 
group  seeking  power  in  the  state  and  which  uses  this  bill  as  a  weapon .  The  two 
arguments  that  tyrahts  have  always  used  to  make  people  surrender  their  freedom 
are:  (l)  "The  enemy  is  at  the  gates  so  you  must  give  me  your  freedom  to  protect 
you,"  and  (2) "You  are  too  immature  or  irresponsible  tobe  trusted  with  freedom." 
These  are  exactly  the  arguments  used  by  this  small,  ruthless,  powerful  group  of 
men.  The  cry  of  "nigger"  which  isso  useful  in  Mississippi  isn’t  enough  in  North 
Carolina.  So  they  yell  "Communist."  If  they  yell  it  long  enough  and  loudly 
enough  then  the  people  in  Group  Two  believe  it  and  the  people  in  Group  One  be¬ 
come  confused. 

It  is  not  accidental  that  these  men  are  threatening  the  press  with  the  same 
treatment  they  are  giving  the  university, for  a  free  press  and  a  free  university 
are  two  of  the  strongest  bulwarks  of  a  free  society.  To  seize  control  of  the 
state  they  mean  to  silence  the  university.  Then  if  they  can  silence  or  control 
the  press,  as  they  have  very  honestly  promised  to  do,  they  will  have  few  obsta¬ 
cles  in  their  way.  This  group  has  claimed  the  name  "conservative."  They  are 
nrt.  They  are  radical  oligarchs.  They  are  wealthy  and  puwerful  and  they  pass¬ 
ionately  believe  the  country  belongs  to  the  wealthy  and  the  powerful  and  they 
will  stop  at  very  little  in  seeking  their  aim. 

It  is  a  well-known  judgment  that  if  tyranny  comes  to  America,  it  will  not  come 
under  animported  system,  either  Nazi  or  Communist,  It  will  come  under  the  guise 
of  Americanism,  an  Americanism  that  denies  everything  America  has  stood  for. 
These  men  are  both  ferove  and.  honest.  They  have  the  nerve  to  say  exactly  what 
they  stand  for.  They  don’t  want  a  free  university,  they  don’t  want  a  free  press 
they  don't  want  free  workers,  they  don't  want  free  Negroes.  Those  who  disagree 
with  them  and  their  interpretation  af  Americanism  are  considered  traitors  and 
those  who  criticize  them  are  considered  subversive.  This  is  not  my  interpreta¬ 
tion.  The  oligarchs  say  all  these  things  loudly  and  openly, 

A  lav  that  clearly  does  not  hurt  our  enemy  and  does  hurt  our  friends  could  not 
be  presented  seriously  as  anti-Comnunis t  without  being  laughed  cut  of  existence 
unless  it  helped  somebody.  The  only  group  it  helps  is  this  group  of  oligarchs 

o  use  it  to  confuse  some,  to  frighten  others,  and  to  discredit  all  who  oppose 
them. 


The  University  is  not  guiltless  in  all  this.  It  is  grievously  at  fault,  not  for 
the  feu  Connunists  who  have  appeared  on  the  campus ,  nor  even  for  the  fact  that 
nost  of  her  mortal  enemies  among  the  oligarchs  once  studied  here.  The  Univer¬ 
sity  is  guilty  because  of  all  the  thousands  of  her  graduates  inthe  state  so  few 
understand  the  nature  of  a  free  university  and  a  free  society  enough  to  call 
this  lav;  what  it  is  and  so  feu  love  arid  respect  the  University  enough  to  defend 
ler  in  her  hour  of  trial. 

John  W.  Dixon,  Jr. 


'tl'f  evm 


his  letter  with  a  great 
through  the  obfuscation 


REPLY  TO  DIXON  LETTER 

Knouiipgj  [Dr-*  Jpj^xon 1  s  intellectual  sophistication, I  began 
dealrof-  liope^i  hope  that  at  last  a  professor  would  cut 
arid,  got  - to  thef_core  of  the  problem  posed  by  the  Speaker  fan.  I  found  the  let¬ 
ter.  ..tP  -he,  p.np.nf  the  best  statements  so  far  directed  against  the  Speaker  Dan. 
Dr.  Dixon  quite  rightly  points  out  that  no  university  can  remain  great  in  a 
less  than  free  atmosphere,  and  that  we  are  in  danger  of  losing  our  freedom  here 
in  the  U.  S.  whi^e  we  supposedly  fight  for  it  in  Viet  Nam.  But  there  is  in  this 
letter  an  underlying  theme  which  is  organically  related  to  the  very 
that  led  to  the  Speaker  Dan. 


attitudes 


Dne  of  Dr,  Dixon's  major  arguments  against  the  Speaker  Dan  is  that  it  helps  the 
Communists,  and  that  this  alone  is  justification  enough  for  condeming  and  erad- 
Lcating  the  bill.  Here  we  find,  in  a  more  or  less  sophis tic.ated  manner,  the 
rery  basis  of  the  bill  itself  -  the  fixation  of  Americans  on  the  "Communist 
menace"  and  on  anti-communism.  The  bill  was  passed  to  fight  Communism,  there¬ 
fore  our  best  attack  on  the  bill  would  be  to  show  that  it  helps  the  Communists. 
?his  argument  is  totally  beside  the  point.  The  bill  should  be  condemed  and  re¬ 
voked  not  because  it  hurts  accreditation,  not  because  it  sheds  bad  light  on  the 
state  and  the  university,  not  because  it  makes  the  recruitment  of  faculty  diff¬ 
icult,  and  not  because  it  aids  the  Communists.  It  should  be  struck  down  because 
It  is  unconsti tutional ,  because  it  is  an  infringement  on  civil  liberties.  :>e- 
ore  this  issue  of  the  attack  on  constitutional  liberties,  all  other  issues  be- 
ome  entirely  secondary  and  to  dwell  on  them  deprives  the  central  issue  of  ade¬ 
quate  attention.  Indeed,  I  do  not  see  why  any  other  .arguments  need  to.be  rais¬ 
ed, unless  we  ourselves  do  not  believe  in  the  constitutional  right  of  dissenters 
to  free  speech  and  thus  can  not  argue  against  it  on  that  basis.  Or,  it. may  in 
licate  a  real  anti-democratic  feeling,  the  feeling  that  the  people . inthis  st-.te 
xre  suph  stupid  "grits"  that  they  will  not  be  moved  by  constitutional  issues 
[f  we  can  ho t,  make  a  valid  and  convincing  degens e 
then  what  chanpe  does  the  university  possess, 


of  constitutional  liberties, 
indeed  what  chance  democracy? 


r.  .Dixon's,  like  so  many  other  criticisms,  seems  to  imply  that  if  a  similiar 
[ensure  regulating  speakers  did  not  hurt  the  university  as  an  institution  ana 
id  hurt  the  communists,  then  it  would  be  appropriate  to  pass.  it.  owev  er, 
o  not  think  th at  one  can  find  any  justification  for  the  stilling  o  civi._ 
rties ,  and  of  the  individual's  freedom  to  express  his  views.  But  as  long  asve 
ork  in  a  situation  where  our  major  preoccupation  is  with  the  Communists  an 
ow  to  stop  them,  we  will  miss  this  point,  and  we  will  always  be  faced  witl  .  -i 
liar  bills  and  measures.  Dr.  Dixon  is  right  in  stating  that  if  totalitarianism 
omes  to  the  U.  S.  it  will  come  from  the  Super  Patriots  and  will  come  under  the 
Lame  of  "Americanism."  But,  unfortunately,  by  making  the  ^n  i-communi  ^ 

lent  a  central  one,  Dr.  Dixon  reinforces  the  very  attitudes  that  may^event  oily 
.end  America  into  a  true  C-arrison  state.  If  our  more  sop.-isti  .  -  ’  , 

is  Dr.  Dixon,  are  caught  up  ifti  the  battle  of  anti-communism,  where  -11. things 
ire  measured  in  terns  of  their  potential  for  fighting  the  communis t  what  can 
re  expect  from  the  lesser  intellects  who  populate  our  National  and  State  gove 

lents? 

’e  must  tone  down,  or  indeed  dismiss,  our  fe  tishment .  of  “fWhm““Din’  the  rest 
,n  with  the  task  of  building  a  decent  society  here  m  America  an^ 

,f  the  world.  If  ue  are  going  to  solve  the  many  remaining  problems  of  ^e  i 
iustrial  revolution  and  solve  the  neu  ones  arising  P°st-indus  '  we  are  only 

re  are  not  going  to  do  it  by  a  reflex  °fA™v^  ^d  gA.!s  and  then 

“lolvrfhelld^rnrproSems?  “e  hr.  hixon-s  help  in  formu- 

Lating  this  new  political  philosophy. 


Gary  Fuller 


AND  I  S  ?!  A  FRIEND? 


The  end  of  a  rainbow 
Found  no  gold, 

As  my  friend  and  I 
Walked  dovm  the  road 
With  berries  and  peaches 
Lifted  from  trees 

In  some  farmers  field  we’ve  passed, 

And  the  sun  glistened  up 

Ahead  off  the  road, 

rre  seemingly  feast 

As  our  naked  tongues  told 

Of  what  we  trere  then* 

Had  been  and  would  be.,* 

And  I  saw  a  friend 
I  had  not  seen  before 
As  he  starkly  told 
How  he’d  win  his  war 
Sttimhling  out  of  that  pit 
rrhich  he’s  now  humbled  in. 

(Yet  I  knew  from  the  way 
TTe  mumbled  his  words 
That  he  had  no  desires, 

Just  followed  some  must 

Of  a  mystical  myth 

Laid  down  by  society’s  whores,**) 

And  I  talked  with  this  friend' 

I  thought  I  ha.d  kn»own 
And  felt  sick  as  he  bled 
From  the  wounds  in  that  mind 
Once  so  virile  and  live... 

And  I  stopped  as  he  tried 
To  •oontaminf’ te  mine 
As  he  hailed  all  men 
’Vi  t>  Ti+lful  whine 
Lii&e*  ioue  little  lost  dog 
%cvfc  starved,  bo’red  down 
At  the  feet  of  his 
Haster  mankind.,^.,. 

And  I  wa.tched  as  he  walked 
Alone  down  a  road 
Too  crowded  for  one.. 

Yet  begging  for  more,.. 

And  my  back  to  the  road? 

Smiling  inside, 

I  turned  from  this  friend 
I  had  known  long  ago 
To  walk  thru  that  field 
Which  lay  on  both  sides 
Of  this  road  we  were  on. 


Paul  G.  Russell 


OK  FAYS  OF  SAYING  YES 

MIf  you  don’t  like  it  here  why  don’t  you  leave?" 
"Why  do  you  hate  America?" 

'Why  do  you  love  the  Commies?" 

"F>iy  don’t  you  go  to  China  you  traitor?" 


self  and 
insults 


These  are  among  the  many  questions  hurled  by  Carolixa,,Gfi»klemen  a js  mys 
others  who  have  tried  to  discuss  the  war  in  Viet  Nam,  Thlse  ®hetoj/Joal 
are  omctg  the  most  frustrating  aspects  ofan  almos^  totally  frufe gating  endeavor, 
X'ustrating  because  they  evidence  a  total  misunderstanding  of  what  we 

the  attitude  underlying  these  comments  pro¬ 
of  the  war  and 
these  comneiw 


They  are  frustrating  because  they 
are  attempting  to  do,  and  because 
vents  an  dw  Vslligent  re-appraisal 
tic  policy.  The  attitude  behind 


with  the  1  International  Communist  Cuim^>ijpricy  ,  H 


of  oua*  vrholLe 
stems  fxpom 
jom  a  foreigip. 


foreign  and  domes - 
th£  long  cold  wav 
policy  that  neatly 


rlrl  into  the  good  guys  and  the  had  guys , 


r’-ich  creates  anc 


divides  the 

re-in  forced  by.  a  domestic  political  philosophy  of  consensus.  These  attitudes 
lead  tcthe  legitimization  of  anything  and  any  one  which  is  or  is  porported  tobfc 
anti-communist,  and  to  a  damnation  cf  anyone  who  asks  that  we  closely  re-eval¬ 
uate  our  political  thinking.  The  dead  end  of  our  political  philosophy,  viich 
has  created  and  sustained  the  cold  war  and  which  has  created  our  domestic  con¬ 
sensus,  will  be  duscussed  in  a  later  paper.  At  present  I  want  to  focus  atten¬ 
tion  on  what  the  new  student  radio als  are  attempting  to  do. 


I  hove  heard  the  new  student  radicals  called  the  "negativists  "  This  wculdseen 
to  be  the  view  of  the  majority  of  the  students  here  on  carpus  -that  tio  student 
peace  agitators  are  attacking  our  foreign  policy  and  our  way  of  life.  They  are 
porte ayed  as  irresponsible  and  ungratful  punks,  who  do  not  appreciate  all  the 
good  things  that  the  American  way  of  life  has  provided  then.  I  would  suggest 
that  this  attitude  is  a  fundamental  misunderstanding  of  the  student  rebel,  that 
for  from  being  negativis tic ,  they  are  an  extreme  fern  of  positivist. 

There  are  at  least  three  ways  of  being  positive  -r  of  saying  Yes.  One  is  to  ac¬ 
cept  that  which  is  about  us, to  say  Yes  to  the  world  in  its  major  outlines.  This 
mode  cf  saying  ^fes  accepts  the  status  quo  as  being  good,  if  not  the  best  of  all 
possible  worlds.  This  is  the  historically  most  common  -.ray  of  saying  yes,  and 
‘has  become  the  predominant  response  inthe  present  American  political  situation 
Anyone  who  doesnot  accept  the  consensus  and  the  status  quo  on  which  it  is  based 
who  does  not  whisper  or  shout  a  Yes,  is  damned  as  being  irresponsible,  obstruc- 
tionistic,  and  traitorous  to  Americas  best  interests.  Not  a  very  searching  or 
heroic  jfes. 


The  second  way  of  saying  yes  is  that  employed  by  cur  more  liberal  people.  This 
is  acceptance  in  the  form  of  the  "Yes,  but..."  of  the  liberal  reformer.  He  is 
the  one  who  is  not  really  sure  that  we  have  quite  reached  the  best  of  ail  poss¬ 
ible  worlds,  but  he  does  think  it  is  close  at  hand  ahd  that  only  minor  reforms, 
[primarily  administrative  reforms,  will  get  us  there  Very  shortly.  This  view  bas 
peen  expressed  by  Seynor  Lipset:  "This  change  -  the  end  of  ideology  -  in  West¬ 
ern  political  life  reflects  the  fact  that  the  fundamental  political  problems  of 
the  industrial  revolution  have  been  solved...." 


The  final  way  of  saying  Yes  is  to  first  utter  a  No.  To  say  No,  this  is  not  the 
best  of  all  possible  worlds;  to  say  no ,  the  ni'ajor  problems  of  the  industrial  rev 
blution  have  not  been  solved  and  that  new  problems  are  arising  as  we  inter  the 
post  industrial  world:  It  is  to  say  no  to  the  psychic  distruction  wrought  by 
racial  segregation,  to  the  creation  of  a  permanent  poor  class, to  irrelevant  and 
rigid  education,  to  work  that  is  meaningless,  and  to  say  no  to  a  foreign  policy 
ba.sed  on  bleed  and  guts.  Nut  to  say  No,  implies  an  equally  strong  Yes.  1,1  hot 
is  a  rebel;  a  nan  'who  says  No, but  whose  refusal  does  not  imply  renunciation;  he 
is  also  a  man  who  says  Yes, from  the  moment  he  makes  his  first  gesturt 
lion."  (Albery  Camus  in  The  Rebel) 


of  rebel- 


Yes 


Yes 

say 


Ihus ,  when  we  say  No  to  certain  American  policies  T_re  are  uttering 
zo  certain  key  western  values  that  are  being  debased  and  ignored, am  we  are 
Lng  Yes  to  a  future  that  is  worthy  of  nan.  "It  is  for  the  sake  of  everyone  in 
tee  world  that  the  slave  assertts  himself  when  he  cones  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
:onmand  has  infringed  on  something  in  him  which  dees  not  belong  to  him  al<.ne, 
Dut  which  is  common  ground  where  all  nen-even  the  nan  who  insults  ana  oppresses 
lim  -  hove  a  nocturnal  community."  (The  Rebel) 


re  are  saying  No  to  indignity,  inhumanity,  inequality ,. ana 
re  are  saying  Yes  tc  equality , freedom,  democracy,  dignity. 


the  lack  of  freedom. 
,nd  humanity  -  values 

hat  are  being  trammelled  in  America  and  which  America  is  trammelling  in  the 
or  Id  with  it  foreign  policy.  It  must  be  realized  that  the  student  rebel  is 
heuting  a  loud  Yes  and  it  is  this  Yes  that  must  be  examined  and  dealt  with  by 
11,  we  must  cease  writing  this  off  because  of  the  No,  and  begin  t examine 
ature  of  the  Yes  that  they  utter. 

Gc.ry  vraller 


the 


"BUILD,  NOT  BURN" 


iStudents  for  a  Democratic 
to  pursue  its  opposition 
ary  tactics  of  the  admini 


Society  wishesto  reiterate  emphatically  its 
to  the  war  in  Viet-Nam,  undeterred  by  the 
strati on. 


intention 

diversion- 


7Je  feel  that  the  war  is  immoral  at  its  root,  that  it  is 
gime  with  no  claim  to  represent  its  people,  and  that  it 
of  making  America  a  decent  and  truly  democratic  society 


fought  alongsi 
is  foreclosing 


de  a  re- 
the  hope 


The  commitment  of  SDS,  and  of  the  whole  generation  we  represent,  is  clear:  we 
are  anxious  to  "build  villages;  we  refuse  to  burn  them.  We  are  anxious  to  help 
and  to  change  our  country;  we  refuse  to  destroy  someone  else’s  country.  We  are 
anxious  to  advance  the  cause  of  democracy;  we  do  not  believe  that  cause  can  be 
advanced  by  torture  and  terror. 


We  are  fully  prepared  to  volunteer  for  service  to  our  country  and  to  democracy. 
We  volunteer  to  go  into  Wa.  tts  to  work  with  the  people  of  Watts  to  rebuild  that 
neighborhood  to  be  the  kind  of  place  that  the  people  of  Watts  want  it  to  be  and 
when  we  say  "rebuild,"  we  mean  socially  as  well  as  physically.  We  volunteer  to 
help  the  Peace  Corps  learn,  as  we  have  been  learning  in  the  slums  and  in  Missi¬ 
ssippi,  how  to  energize  the  hungry  and  desperate  and  defeated  of  the  world  to 
make  the  big  dicisions  about  their  own  future-and  to  carry  out  those  decisions. 
rre  volunteer  to  serve  in  hospitals  and  schools  in  the  slums,  in  the  Job  Corps 
and  VISTA,  in  the  new  Teachers  Corps  -  and  to  do  so  in  such  a  way  as  to  strengt 
hen  democracy  at  its  grass  roots.  And  in  order  to  make  our  volunteering  poss¬ 
ible, we  propose  to  the  President  that  allthose  Americans  who  seek  so  vigorously 
to  build  instead  of  burn  be  given  their  chance  to  do  so.  VTe  propose  that  he 
test  the  young  people  of  America:  if  they  had  a  free  choice,  would  they  want 
to  burn  and  torture  Viet-Fan  or  to  build  a  democracy  at  home  and  overseas? 
There  is  only  one  way  to  make  the  choice  real :  let  us  see  what  happens  if  ser¬ 
vice  to  democracy  is  made  grounds  for  exemption  from  the  militcary  draft.  I  pre 
diet  that  almost  every  member  of  my  generation  would  choose  to  build,  not  to 
burn;  to  teach  not  to  torture;  to  help,  not  to  kill.  And  I  am  sure  that  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  our  brothers  and  cousins  in  the  army  in  Viet  Fam, would 
meuke  the  same  choice  if  they  could  -  to  serve  and  build,  not  kill  and  destroy. 


Our  generation  isnot  afraid  of  service  for  long  years  and  lew  pay;  SDS  had  been 
working  for  years  in  the  slums  of  America  at  $10  a  week  to  build  a  movement  for 
democracy  there.  We  are  not  afraid  to  risk  our  lives  -  we  have  been  risking  our 
lived  in  i ississippi  and  Alabama,  and  some  of  us  died  there.  Put  we  will  not 
bokb  the  people,  the  women  and  children  of  another  country. 


I  have  just  sent  a  telegram  to  the  President  and  the  Attorney-General  asking  to 
meet  with  then  immediately  to  discuss  our  proposal.  Let  me  state  it  again: 
that  any  American  who  is  ready  to  risk  his  life, his  heatth,  his  career,  and  his 
not ei ini  possessions  in  order  to  build  democracy  not  be  r.sked  to  take  part  in  a 
war  that  is  destroying  democracy.  If  they  do  this,  I  say  again  -  they  wfill  fine 
the  whole  of  our  generation  rejoining  in  the  opportunity  to  build.  I  hope  the 
President  and  the  Attorney-General  will  respond  to  our  request  and.  will  meet 
vith  us  at  once;  for  every  hour  and  day  that  passes, more  human  beings,  American 
and  Vietnamese,  die  needlessly  in  that  ugly  war , and  for  every  hour  and  day  that 
passes,  more  members  of  our  generation  become  desperate  o„nd  hopeless  in  their 
search  for  the  decent  society. 


Until  the  Presid.ent  agrees  to  our  proposal,  we  have  only  one  choice:  we  d.o  in 
conscience  object,  utterly  end  wholeheartedly,  to  this  war;  and  we  will  encour¬ 
age  every  member  of  cur  generation  to  object,  and  to  file  hisobjection  through 
the  i'orn  150  provided  by  the  law  for  conscientious  objection. 


Statement  of  Paul  Pooth ,  SDS  National  Secretary t  ’'ashing  bon,  P.C .  ;  Oct  20. 


"I  17  ANT  YOU" 

"Land  of  the  free 

hone  of  the..."  (popular  anerican  song) 
"Are  you  nan  enough  to  he  a  marine" 

(popular  aneric a,n  ad) 
"«e.a  punishment  of  up  to  5  years  and/or 
^10,000  fine  for  burning  a  draft  card." 

(popular  american  low) 

NAPALM 

GAILY  SKIPPING 
D0TtT 
THE 

VILLAGE 

STREET 

Happily  licks  the  brain  of  a 

2  year  old 

"Viet-Cong  Sympathizer" 

Proiling  him  in  a 

greats y  draft-card  shroud. 

Jin  Wilson 


4  Nov  65 

Howard  L.  G-e beaux 
Stuart  R,  "'at thews 
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POLICY  ST ATE! ®NT 

P/ith  this  the  third  issue  of  Penny  Papers,  we  continue  to  offer  a  sounding 
hoard  for  student,  faculty,  and  ’Interested*  opinion.  we  maintain  cn  open  door 
for  discussion  and  expression,  asking  only  for  sincerity , and  renponsibilityon 

these  articles  with  interest  and  en 
express,  then  please  send  it  to  us: 


your,  the  writer  and  reader,  part.  Read 
joyment.  If  you  have  an  idea  you  wish  to 
#2  Pine  fluff  Trail,  Chapel  Hill,  N.  C. 
placed  on  topic,  style,  or  what  have  you. 
blood.  So  here  goes  again: 


Tel.  968-6313*  No  restrictions  are 
Remember  your  interest  is  our  life- 


A  LETTER  TO  HISS  KATHERINE  STUART  FROM  .HAJOR  CONE,  FORT  BRAGG,  IN  RE¬ 
SPONSE  TOTHE  FORT  BRAGG  DEJIONSTR/'  TIONS 

Dear  Hiss  Stuart, 

I  don’t  usually  write  to  strangers , particularly  when  I  have  serious  doubts  about 
whether  the  letter  will  ever  be  read.  I  do  hope,  however,  that  you  will  do  me 
the  courtesy  of  reading  this,  although  I’m  sure  it  won't  change  your  mind.  I 
hope  you  will  read  it  because  I  feel  that  there  is  a  definite  lack  of  communica¬ 
tion  between  various  schools  of  thought,  both  in  this  country  and  worldwide. 

I  was  working  in  Kennedy  Hall  at  Fort  pragg  on  the  Srturday  afternoon  when  your 
little  group  was  picketing  us.  After  locking  out  of  the  window  long  enough  to 
aatisfy  some  mild  curiousity  as  to  what  was  transpiring,  I  went  back  to  work  dis 
missing  the  whole  activity  as  the  doings  of  a  bunch  of  kooks  who  should  either 
be  arroeted  for  trespassing  on  a  federal . military  reservation  or,  more  appiopii- 
ately ,  be  shipped  off  to  the  happy  farm.  After  reading  your  letter  to  the  Fay¬ 
etteville  Observer,  however,  I  realized,  that  you  had  raised  some  questions  which 
deserved,  if  not  actually  demanded,  answers. 

First,  let  us  examine  your  "right  to  free  speech"  which  you  are  concerned  bout 
being  protected.  On  the  particular  afternoon  in  question,  whatever  rights  you 
may  have  were  being  protected  -  protected  by  the  military  police  of  the  ve\j  res 
ervation  on  which  you  were  trespassing.  This  right  -  and,  incid.ently,  your  per¬ 
sons  -  were  being  protected  from  what  I  would  consider  to  be  the  justifie  os 
tility  of  a  munber  of  troopers  of  the  Special  Forces  Group  in  hose  uni  -re- 
you  were  trespassing.  liany  of  the  soldiers  have  already  seived  t.t  le.  s  once  m 
the  Republic  of  Vietnam,  and  have  seen  at  first  had  a  war  of  which  jcu  ave 
heard  only  rumors  and  distorted  half-truths.  Host  of  the  men  o  2.'  f  .  . 

organization  are  preparing  to  return  to  Vietnam.  They  have  a  gre,„  '  . 

Esprit .  They  ore  Justly  proud  of  an  officer  from  their  unit  having  received  the 

nSdSTof  TIonor  -  the  nations  highest  decoration  for  valor  -  in  ^Aioe 

only  speculate  on  what  would  have  happened  to  your  group  had  the  military  po 
not  been  present.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  you  were  protected. 

To  continue  of  the  subject  of  freedom  of  speech  The  Parameters  of  acceptable 
free  speech  have  been  well  defined  ever  a  period  of  many  ye^.rs  by  th  J  ; 
of  this  nation.  While  virtually  a  cliche,  probably  the  best  sugary  of^hrsjef- 

inition  lies  in  the  statement  that  free  speech  does  n0  speech  only 

yelling  -fire-  in  a  crowded  theatre  -  that  you  have  a  right  to  free 
insofar  as  it  does  not  deprive  others  of  their  rights.  You  P  aotivites. 

surprise  that  the  word  "Treason-would  e  use  .  in  ^  declared  war,  you  and 

Letme  assure  you  that  were  the  United  S  a  es  invo  ^  existing  treason  statu- 

your  group  would  indded  be  subject  ^oHficAnv  abridged  SriS  time  of  war  to 
tes.  The  right  to  free  speech  is  c.utonu.ti  ..  y  ,  enemy.  The  facl 

prhhibit  such  statements  as  would  give  aic  com  ^ere  held  in  Peking  and 

that  demonstrations  and  rallies  in  support  Y  -  activities  by 

Hanoi  is  ample  evidence  of  the  aid  and  comfort  derived  on  the  part  of  Communist 
the  Communists.  The  interpretations  of  jenr  _/  "lack  of  sophistic  a* 

nations  and  the  Viet  Cong  do  not,  as  you  indicate  sh £  tiented.  They 

tion-  on  their  port  Their  lenders  -^^0^1  minority  o  At  S  foot,  represent 
well  realize  that  the  activities  of  a  r,xic,.i  mine  y  realize,  however, 

the  views  of  the  majority  of  the  American  people.  They  also  re.li  , 


that  the  mere  fact  thnt  such  activity  does  exist  represents  a  oircnms fc.ance  to  he 
exploited  among  their  people.  The  people  of  a  police  stote  receive  only  that 
information  which  the  government  sees  fir  to  give  then.  The  masses  of  these  peo¬ 
ple  are  certainly  not  sophisticated.  They  lack  the  tools  for  sophistication! 

Free  speech,  then,  has  been  abridged  in  evi  ry  declared  war  in  which  the  United 
States  has  been  involved.  It  is, of  course,  not  the  only  "basic  right"  which  has 
fallen  before  wartime  expedience.  Mith  no  Constitutional  ba.sis  whatever  the 
right  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  suspended  curing  the  Civil  rrar.  The  fine 
line  between  legitimate  protest  a.nd  treasonable  utterances  tends, under  the  press 
of  national  survival,  to  become  virtually  invisible.  Even  in  peacetime,  in  the 
interest  of  order  and  military  discipline,  many  rights  are  abridged  or  modified. 
I,  as  a  soldier,  an  prohibited  from  making  any  public  statement  critica.1  of  the 
President,  members  of  Congress,  Cabinet  officers,  or  my  milito.ry  superiors.  Are 
my  "rights  of  free  speech"  being  curtailed?'  Again,  the  Uniform  Cod  of  T'ilitary 
Justice  has  been  upheld  in  legal  proceedings  as  being  in  the  national  interest 
in  institution  such  regulations. 

So  much  for  free  speech  and  you  rights  thereto.  I  persona-lly  feel  that  you 
have  ro  right  to  sabotage  our  efforts  in  Vietnam.  This  is  a  personal  feeling, 
however,  with  no  basis  in  legality.  Until  a  war  is  declared,  you  do  hoove  certa-in 
rights  of  criticism,  which  you  have  exercised.  Conversely,  however,  if  you  real¬ 
ly  believe  in  your  ovTn  arguments ,  you  must  concede  tho.t  the  press  has  a  similar  I 
"right"  to  call  your  activities  "treason"  if  they  so  desire  -  there  is  r.mple 
precedent  for  their  viewpoint! 

Finally,  let  us  discuss  morality.  Supposedly*  your  organization  desires  peace. 
Having  experienced  the  effects  of  war,  there  are  no  more  dedico.ted  pacifists  than 
the  majority  of  army  officers.  vre  are  not  willing,  however,  to  buy  that  peace 
at  the  expense  of  freedom.  There  are  two  greo„t  systems  of  government  extant  in 
the  world  today.  Ultimately,  only  one  will  survive  -  thnt  of  the  western  world 
or  that  of  communism.  Having  seen  the  effects  of  communism  on  human  beings  first 
hadd,  I,  and  many  others,  would  literally  be  willing  to  die  ro.ther  than  o„llow 
Communism  to  prevr.il.  To  us,  freedon  -  including  the  "freedom  of  speech"  so 
loudly  proclaimed  by  your  group  -  represents  a  more  lofty  goal  than  pea.ee.  Peace 
in  the  Marxist  lexicon  is,  in  rea.lity,  a  more  subtle  form  of  war,  a  war  for  the 
control  of  the  minds  and  souls  of  men.  You,  who  condemn  a  lack  of  sophistication 

on  the  part  of  other  nations,  yourself  evidence  a  ln.ck  of  sophistication  so  pro¬ 

found  as  to  verge  on  utter  naivite.  You  are  noisily  proclaiming  the  moral  right 
to  support  a  system  which  intends  to  destroy  you.  I  don't  thinjc  that  you  rea-lize 
the  aims  of  the  system  whose  objectives  you  are  furthering,  ouid  the  methods  by 
which  they  intend  to  o.chieve  those  aims.  These  objectives  and  techniques  are  not 
dark  secrets  -  they  are  expressed  in  published  form  for  the  edification  of  any¬ 
one  with  the  ability  to  read!  You  purport  to  be  a  student  -  study!  Study  the 
Communist  Manifesto,  a  document  over  a  hundred  years  old  which  the  Communists 
still  profess  to  believe  represents  a  currect  view  of  the  world  situation.  Read 

Mao  Tse-Tung's  views  and  theory  on  the  protracted  war,  a  type  of  struggle  exem¬ 

plified  by  the  conflict  in  Vietnam,  Read  the  writings  of  the  Red  masters  of 
North  Vietnam,  into  whose  hands  you  would  deliver  the  Republic  of  Vietna.m.  Ren.d 
People's  People's  Army  by  Vo  FguyenGiap.  Rea.d  Primer  For  Revolt,  a  combi¬ 

nation  by  the  Praeger  Publishing  Company  of  two  pamphlets  by  the  one-time  Vice 
Premier  of  North  Vietnam,  the  China-oriented  Truong  Chinh  entitled  respectively 
"The  August  Revolution"  and  "The  Resistance  Mill  Min".  Pe  objective  and  decide 
which  is  the  higher  morality  -  a  defense  of  the  right  to  criticize  your  govern¬ 
ment  ,  or  the  privilege  to  support  it  in  one  aspect  of  a  classic  and  protra,cted 
struggle  for  survival. 

In  summary  of  a  rather  lengthy  letter,  let  me  sto.te  that  I  have  only  presented 
fonts.  r'ith  one  or  two  exceptions,  I  have  left  my  opinions  and  interpretation* 
out  of  it,  preferring  to  leave  the  interpretations  to  you.  Speaking  personally 
and  not  in  my  capacity  as  an  army  officer,  I  would  be  glad  to  discuss  any  on  the 
items  I  have  mentioned  with  you.  If  I  had  any  idea  that  you  wanted  informa.ticn, 
and  not  a  souhding  board  for  hostitities.  Ago.in  -  look  around  you,  study  and  be 
objectivel  Don't  you  honestly  owe  your  country  more  support  than  criticism? 

Sincerely, 

Major  Franz  D.  Cone 

Counterins ergency  Dept. 

U.S.  Army  Special  Wo.rfare  School 

Fort  Bragg,  N.  C. 


ONE  DAY  GOD  TIAY  DECIDE 


One  day  God  mgcd  decide 
Someday,  to  end  it  all 

(After  the  Pall)  or  "before 
I  can’t  remember  which 


Then  with  much  wailing  and 
gnashing  of  teeth  (that  is 
had  for  dentures)  his  groat 
Plaything  may  shrivel  up 

a 

celestial 

prune . 


Or  burn — 

a  bonfire  for  his  draft  card 
(he’s  1-A  you  know,  Alpha  and 
Omega) 

One  draft,  under  God,  invincible 
with  liberty  etcetera  for  all. 

That's  how  it  is  in  the  land  of  the  free 
home  of  the  grave 

Where  God  is  on  our  side  right  or  wrong 
and  the  Commies  on  our  back  right  or 
left. 

Or  burn,  napalm-flavored. 


Or  a  cosmic  collision 

Sorry  officer  we  were  in  the  wrong 
lane,  looking  in  the  rearview 
mirror  to  see  where  we’ve  been. 

It’s  nice  back  there  in  the  good  old  days. 
If  only  we  had  gone  back  like  the  man  said 
all  this  might  never  have  happened 
Or  stayed  '/here  T:.re  were  anyway . 


TIe  might  just  get  tired 

and  kick  the  hell  out  of  the  planet  Earth 
all  to  Hell  (and  back  if  it’s 
too  Hot) 

Or  laugh  so  hard  our  foundation 
shakes  loose 

And  slap  us  on  the  back  in  a  friendly  way. 

Knock  the  universe  cockeyed  in 

one 

great 

guffaw . 

(The  question  is  of  course 
Does  God  laugh?)  which 

will  undoubtedly  be  debated 

for  eons  to  come 

if  they  do  which  is  a  way 
of  saying 

One  day  God  may  decide 

Someday, 

Which  is  all  we  may  safely  assume. 


Charles  W.  Whitworth 


At  the  base  of  the  Honor  System  which  is  the  foundation  of  student  government  at 
UNC  there  is  the  provision  for  enforcement  that  requires  y^u  to  turn  yourself  in 
if  you  lie,  cheat  or  steal.  This  seems  to  be  demanding  th.at  you  be  a  witness 
against  yourself.  The  Fifth  Amendment  to  the  U.S.  Constitution  reads :  "No  per¬ 
son  - shall  be  compelled  in  any  criminal  case  to  be  a  witness  against  hiceelf.' 

The  problem  here  raises  the  question  of  the  student  as  citizen.  Does  the  student 
retain  his  constitutional  rights  when  he  enters  the  university  or  does  the  uni¬ 
versity  halve  the  right  to  set  entrance  requirements,  and  I  believe  it  is  a  uni¬ 
versity  rule  that  you  agree  to  abide  by  the  Honor  system  as  a  prerequisite  for 
registration,  that  deprive  you  of  your  cons titution.nl  rights? 

I  do  not  bulieve  the  university  has  the  privilege  of  infringing  of  the  student's 
rights  and  responsibilities  as  a  citizen.  This  paper  is  not  meant  as  a  legal 
brief  but  let  me  refer  to  the  Supreme  C  urt  decision  of  McCulloch  vs.  Maryland. 
As  I  understand  that  decision  the  Court  ruled  it  uncons titutional  for  a  state  to 
create  legislation  that  invalidated  federal  laws.  In  other  words  the  way  our 
federal  system  works  the  states  cannot  destroy  federal  laws  by  counter  legisla¬ 
tion.  In  this  case  the  federal  government  had  established  a  national  banking 
system  which  Maryland  tried  to  -get  rid  of  by  taxing  our  of  existence. 

Now  just  ns  Maryland  did  not  like  the  bank,  North  Carolina,  whether  purposely  or 
not,  does  not  seem  to  respect  the  guarantees  of  the  Fifth  Amendment  against  self 
incrimination.  Dy  requiring  that  you  turn  y  urself  in  the  Honor  system,  as  a 
lav;  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  University  which  is  an  organ  of  the  State 
government,  is  invalidating  the  Fifth  Amendment.  I  would  guess that  the  Honor 
system  and  possibly  some  other  University  law  codes  might  be  ruled- unconstitu¬ 
tional  on  the  grounds  of  depriving  us  of  'our  constitutional  rights. 

The  question  of  constitutionality  which  certainly  is  important ,  is  net  the  only 
argument  against  the  Honor  system.  To  continue  the  system  is  to  admit  that 
cheating  is  here  tc  stay  and  this  system  is  just  the  best  way  to  control  it,  I 
do  not  know  the  psychological  intricacies  of  cheating  but  it  would  seem  that 
people  cheat  because  grades  are  stressed  to  the  point  where  they  become  our  ob¬ 
ject  of  ultimate  concern.  And  accordingly  everything,  including  learning,  is 
sacrificed  for  grades.  If  the  Honor  system  was  thrown  cut  the  faculty  would  be 
free  to  admit  that  cheating  coes  not  have  to  prevail.  They  would  be  forced  to 
return  to  a  monitor  system  or  they  could  choose  to  do  away  with  most  cheating  by 
shifting  the  bulk  of  their  emphasis  from  grades  to  creative  learning.  I  wonder 
what  they  would  do. 

SRM 


The  jungle  song,  the  beat  -  beat  log 
Reverberated  wildly,  in  the  frantic  seat 
Seat  of  all  my  convolutions  of 
yesterday. 

The  dirty  roach  -  reminiscent  sculters 
on  grimy  feet 

And  there  in  mad  procession,  as  to 
the  ambitious  one  day, 

Come  those  images,  broken,  meaningless, 
fleet. . . 

As  if  the  psychotic  Chagall 

Didn't  give  a  damn  about  the  cow 

The  cow  or  the  girl,  or  himself  or  art 

But  carefully  confused  the  whole  with  the  part 

Until  he  deliberately  had  what 

I  have  here 

One  crazy  leer. 

Pat  Stallings 


11  Ncv  65 
Howard  L.  Bebeaux 
Stuart  R.  Hat thews 
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PAPER, 


POLICY  STATE' TENT 

Vrith  this  the  fourth  issue  of  Penny  Papers,  we  continue  to  offer  a  sounding 
hoard .  for  student,  faculty,  and  ’interested*  opinion,  rre  maintain  an  open  door 
for  discussion  and  expression,  asking  only  for  sincerity  and  responsibility  on 
youi ,  the  writer  .and  reader,  part.  Read  these  articles  with  interest  and  en¬ 
joyment,  If  you  have  an  idea  you  wish  to  express,  then  please  send  it  to  us j 
Pine  riuff  Trail,  Chapel  Pill,  N,  C.  Tel,  968-6313*  No  restric t ion snare 
placed  on  topic,  style,  or  what  have  you.  Remember  your  interest  is  our  life¬ 
blood.  So  here  goes  again: 


"INNOCENCE  IS  NO  EXCUSE"  (PART  l) 


Iwas  told  recently  of  a  remark  made  by  a  graduate  counselor  to  her  flock  of 
eager  freshmen  girls.  In  reference  to  the  honor  System  and  its  enforcement, 
she  was  quoted  as  saying:  "And  remember,  innocence  is  no  excuse."  The  fact 

that  this  remark  could  be  made  by  a  person  in  such  a  responsible  position,  who 
at  the  same  time  is  in  the  context  of  a  society  pledged  to  _the  upholding  of 
civil  liberties,  a  societypledged  to  a  judicial  philosophy  of  a  person’s  be¬ 
ing  innocent  until  proven  guilty,  and  a  university  supposedly  dedicated  to 
backing  a  student’s  honor  and  responsibility,  the  fact  that  this  remark  could 
be  made  is  absurd. 


’That  does  this  point  to?  r’as  it  just  a  mistake?  Rras  it  just  a  lone  assertion 
of  a  non -understanding  mind?  I  don’t  think  it  was  wither  of  these.  Instead  I 
see  it  as  an  expression  of  the  prevailing  atmosphere  on  this  campus  concerning 
the  Honor  System,  of  the  inevitable  conclusion  one  must  arrive  at  when  con¬ 
sidering  the  internal  structure  of  the  system,  and  of  the  confusion  resulting 
from  the  actual  practices  in  the  name  of  the  system.  Let  us  consider  these. 


In  terms  of  the  prevailing  atmosphere  on  this  campus  concerning  the  Honor  Sys 

...  -  _  .  _  .  .  ,  1  1  _ _ -3  TO »  T  TA  -4  n  Irn  I  O 


tern,  this  is  readily  seen  in 
offense  and  its  relationship  to 
ment  against  his  continuance  in 
ments  inherent  in  any  position 
his  continuance  is  based  on  the 


the  recent  controversy  around  Paul  Dickson’s 
his  job  as  Student  Tody  President.  The  argu 
office  is  based  on  some  vague  moral  require- 
cf  such  responsibility.  And  the  argument  for 
separation  of  the  office  holder’s  morality,  as 


judged  by  the  Honor  Court,  from  the  office  held. 

Loth  of  these  are  based  on  a  more  basic  assumption;  that  the  TTonor  System  (the 


codes  and  their  enforcement)  is  a  department  of 
relationship  with  the  other  departments  and  the 
whole  is  not  a  necessary  or  dependent  one.  In 
and,  say  the  Office  of  Student  Lody  President 


The  Student  Government  and  its 
Student  Government  System  as  a 
ether  words,  the  Honor  System 
can  be  looked  at  as  separate 


and  independent.  I  find  this  to  be  a  popular  assumption  among  the  stuaent 
body  and  one,  I  believe,  which  is  contrary  to  what  the  TTonor  System,  as  set 

here  at  Carolina,  is! 


Instead  of  the  Honor  System 
Government  System,  it 
osephy  that  a  student 
self  hcnor-able,  that 
student  has  then  this 
follows?  A  system  of 


being  a  department  and  extention  of 


the  Student 

is  the  other  way  around.  The  Honor  System  is  the  phil- 
is  to  be  trusted,  that  he  can  be  allowed  to  handle,  aiu- 


he  will  be  honorable  without  chains  and  dictates.  If  a 
freedom  to  handle  his  .own  affairs,  then  nhat  naturally 
self-government  -  a  Student  Government  System.  Thus  too 

illoued  KSi  £l£VX  “ 

Dhere  wasn't  that  primary  and  more  basic  assumption  of  trust. forthines  . 

Che  Departments  of  Student  Government,  then,  are  “t  sep-r^te  primary 

iystem  'Department,'  but  are  instead  the  direct  “£“5*^  «  stude£t  pody 

issumption  of  the  .Tenor  System.  T-  ■  ®  '  gU  +  od  its  cun  office.  It  has 
President  violates  the  Honor  System,  1  --s  V1  '  e  d  ~nd  thus  has  ne- 

legated  the  sustaining  assumption,  the  reason  for  its  being,  ..n  .  tn 

?:ai;ed  itself. 


The  point  here  is  not  to  side  with  either  the  pro-  or  anti-  Dickson  arguments, 
hut  to  show  that  both  of  then  show  a  fundamental  misunderstanding  of  what  the 
Honor  System  is.  Hhen  an  issue  involving  the  Honor  System  can  he  raised  and 
both  sides  -  for  and  against  -  can  he  perversions  of  the  System's  existence 
itself,  then  what  hope  is  there?  The  statement,  then,  that  "Innocence  is  no 
excuse"  makes  all  the  sense  in  the  world. 

ULCr 


AN  AFRICAN  DREAI! 

Neon  lights  of  hamburger 
stands 

fade  the  sky  and  wash  out  the 
moon. 

Smog  rising  from  belching 
s  to.cks 

clouds  the  sky  and  strangles  the 
moon 

f 

a 

1 

1 

• 

1 

n 

€ 

gasping  for  air 

and  falling  comes  to  gentle  rest 
on  the  soft  cloud  called  a  mushroom. 

Gary  naller 


The  following  is  reprinted  from  Ramparts  Magazine ,  Inc.,  for  November,  1965* 

The  following  document  is  of  extraordinary  significance  in  the  embroglio.  of  re 
porting  of  America's  purpose  and  methods  in  Vietnam.  It  states,  in  simple,  de 
olarative  terms, the  feelings  of  the  people  of  South  Vietnam  about  the  war  this 
country  is  waging  there.  Their  position  essentially  contradicts  what  the  John 
son  Adminis tration  represents  as  the  desire  of  the  South  Vietnamese  people  for 
the  United  States  presence.  This  message  from  the  South  Vietnam  pupulace  was 
brought  to  the  United  States  by  a  man  whose  credentials  are  unquestionable. 
As  an  official  of  the  United  States  economic  aid  program,  Richard  S.  Browne 
lived  for  six  years  in  Indo-China  -  in  Cambodia  from  1955  to  1958,  then  in 
South  Vietnam  from  1958  to  1961.  An  American  Negro  who  speaks  Vietnamese  and 

is  married  to  a  Vietnamese  woman,  Irowne  visited  South  Vietnam  again  this  sum¬ 
mer  and  returned  ^7ith  this  plea  from  the  people.  It  should  be  read  by  every 
American  concerned  with  the  realities  of  our  foreign  policy  as  opposed  to  the 
rationales . 

-  The  Editors  of  Ramparts  - 

Shortly  before  I  left  Vietnam  in  1961  to  return  tothe  United  States  I  solemnly 
promised  a  group  of  my  Vietnamese  friends  that  I  would  devote  great  effort  to 
informing  the  American  people  of the  widely  and  passionately  held  desire  of  the 
Vietnamese  people  to  be  free  of  the  oppressive  Diem  government  which  the  United 
States  was  imposing  upon  them  in  the  name  of  freedom  and  democracy.  Like  many 
foreigners,  the  Vietnamese  people  felt  certain  that  once  the  American  people 
understood  what  Diem  and  his  government  were  really  like,  America  would  with¬ 
draw  her  support  and  the  Vietn.amese  people  would  be  free  to  form  a  government 
of  their  own  choice. 

Events  proved  otherwise,  however,  and  1,r<ashington  was  able  to  perpetuate  the 
myth  of  Dien  as  a  popular  leader  and  of  South  Vietnam  as  a  great  democracy  un¬ 
til  a  few  Duddhist  monks,  whose  devotion  to  liberty  and  to  their  religion  was 
suificient  to  overcome  the  heman  instinct  for  self  preservation,  chose  to  cre- 
mr  te  themselves  in  thfe  streets  of  Saigon.  rrith  the  horrified  attention  of  the 
world  focused  on  South  Vietnam,  Washington  was  obliged  to  withdraw  its  support 
from  Diem, and  the  wish  cf  the  Vietnamese  people  farhis  removal  was  immediately 
demonstrated . 


I  have  recently  re  turned  .  from  making  a  brief  revisit  to  S  iuth  Vietnam.  Once 
agc-in  I  fine,  nyself  commissioned  to  "bring  a  message  "back  to  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  iron  the  people  of  Vietnam  -  and  once  again  it  is  a  message  which  directly 
contradicts  the  official-  view  on  Vietnam  which  Washington  propagates.  This 
time  I  found  the  popular  spokesmen  for  virtually  all  elements  of  the  popular 
tion  (except  for  the  refugees  and  the  military  officer  class)  not  only  re¬ 
flecting  vigorous  opposition  to  American  policy  in  Vietnam  hut  also  voicing  a 
great  deal  more  skepticism  concerning  the  ability  of  the  American  public  eith 
er  to  gain  access  to  truth  or  to  exert  influence  over  their  (United  States) 
government . 

The  1965  message  which  the  people  of  Vietnam(religirus  and  intellectual  spokes 
men  -expept  for  Northern  Catholic  refugees  now  resident  in  the  South  -  working 
class  people,  students  and,  from  secondary  sources,  peasants)  Yfish  me  to  trans 
mit  to  the  American  people  is  a  plea  that  the  United  States  immediately  cease 
the  wanton  destruction  of  their  country  and  people  and  permit  the  Vietnamese 
people  to  work  cut  their  own  internal  disputes  free  from  the  unsettling  effeci 
of  foreign  interference. 


Pointing  to  the  modern  aircraft,  heavy  weaponry,  bombs,  napalm,  etc.,  which 
the  United  States  has  introduced  into  the  Vietnamese  dispute  and  which  have 
transformed  it  from  a  mild,  all-Vietnamese  ground  action  with  rifles  and  gre¬ 
nades  into  a  full  scale  international  war,  they  ask?  "To  what  avail  all  this 
destruction?  ! 


war , 

has  served  only  to  make  the 


■thcr  side  stronger." 


Des'  ite  the  fact  that  the  vast  majority  of  South  Vietnamese  do  not  seen  to  be 
particularly  enamored  of  the  Communist  ideology,  there  is  great  indication 
that  the  affront  to  Vietnamese  independence  and  national  pride  which  the  Amer¬ 
ican  takeover  has  occasioned  has  pushed  many  non-Communist  Vietnamese  into  the 
ranks  cf  the  National  Liberation  Front  (NLF),  concerning  whose  fierce  national 
pride  there  is  no  question.  The  spectacle  of  tall,  wealthy,  white  Americans 
ordering  the  Vietnamese  .around,  either  overtly  or  through  United  States  ap¬ 
proved  stooges,  is  too  much  of  a  throwback  to  the  hated  colonial  period  to  be 
stomached  by  many  Vietnamese,  and  those  who  don’t  openly  join  the  rebels  are 
likely  to  be  at  le.ast  as  helpful  to  then  as  they  are  to  the  government.  In 

the  Vietnamese  army  this  attitude  is  increasingly  desplayed.  by  a  rising  rate 
of  defections  cr  what  the  American  troops  call  "cowardice, "  lack  of  incentive, 
or  poor  morale. 

Demoralization  is,  cf  course,  widespread  in  all  echelons  of  the  Vietnam  Pcpm- 
lace ,  for  although  it  is  generally  accepted  by  the  South  Vietnamese  that  t  e 
NLF  will  ultimately  he  the  victors  -  whether  on  the  battlefield  or  at  the  con¬ 
ference  table  -  the  people  find  themselves  unable  to  prevent  their  country 
from  being  destroyed  in  a  futile  military  confrontation  which  insists  on  bcinL, 
acted  out  to  its  final,  predetermined  conclusion. 

Not  eager  to  see  his  country  connunized,  the  average  Vietnamese  would  never 
the less  greatly  prefer  this  fate  to  a  continuance  cf  the  unimaginable  c.es trac¬ 
tion  which  Vietnam  is  suffering.  It  is  the  United  States  »i.icn  ce  s 
stopping  communism  or  China  isan  objective  which  justifies  uni 1 mi  ei  s^cri  » 
Vest  Vietnamese  do  not  share  this  view.  Essentially,  they  wish  we  would 
and  fight  cur  quarrels  elsewhere. 

Vhat  is  even  more  alarming  tc  then  than  seeing  us  push  their  country  tow^rc 
communism,  is  seeing  us  push  it  further  into  the  clutches  o  e 

Chin<-.  Reprinted  from  Ramparts  Ilagazine,  November  19^5 


HAS  ANYTHING  VAFFENED 

There  was  an  editorial  around  last  weekend  calling  for  us  to  cool  it  a  few  more 
days  and  the  Speaker  Fan  problem  would  go  away.  ^^^g^ecisivf  leadership. 

s,s  R& =»»» r 1  suppose 

^  iwiiuir  nip  sort-  of  relief.  Vis  university  has  been  redeemed,  be 

are’ “X \Vt V S.  -.re.  So  Comunists  end  Klonsnen  sh<m,d 

^  n  _ once  in  awhile. 


lut  that  amendment  is  little  more  than  an  opiate  far  the  masses.  Its  soma-qual 
ity  is  at  least  as  dangerous  as  the  Than  itself,  ’'rith  the  Tan  it  aas  openly 
acknowledged  that  fcr  some,  free  speech  and  a  free  university  were  net  vitally 
important,  lut  in  its  openess  at  least  there  was  widespread  dialogue.  Now  that 
openess  is  Toeing  shuttered.  And  as  far  as  a  free  university  goes  there  has  not 
been  any  real  change,  just  a  blurring  of  the  issues. 

Instead  of  a  power  structure  in  far  off  Raleigh  deciding  who  can  speak  to  you, 
now  it  is  a  power  structure  in  Little  old  Chapel  Hill,  hut  does  this  change 
really  nattier?  Can  there  be  a  free  university  without  a  significant .  degree  of 
responsibility  at  the  student  or  grassroots  level.  The  legislators  and  trustees 
in  their  attempts  to  shoulder  responsibility  for  us  -  either  out  of  kindness  or 
a  lack  of  trust  -  are  crippling  our  educational  experience.  They  are  denying  us 
the  burden  of  freedom.  Rut  that  burden  must  be  curs,  if  we  are  tc  play  a  cru 
cial  role  in  deciding  our  lives.  3y  denying  us  the  responsibility  of  freedom, 
they  deny  us  freedom. 

I  admit  there  has  been  a  change.  The  guys  up  there  shifted  some  responsibility 
around.  Rut  they  did  it  so  carefully,  as  not  to  drop  any  of  that  precious  curs'- 
down  our  way.  So  even  after  the  amendment  we  shall  stand  as  before  -  No  respon 
sibility,  No  freedom  -  in  chains. 

SRM 


And  see  the  blind  brains  turned  to  blind  sky 
Eyes,  festering  sores  in  the  face 
The  living  dead  of  the  human  race. 

Open  wounds  for  mouths,  blood  for  a  sigh 
And  this  is  no  way  for  man  to  die. 

Todies  burnt,  black  agonies  trace 
Half  death  creeps  to  usurp  flesh’s  place 
And  they  breathe  yet,  man  -  caused  wry. 

And  we  must  expiate  fcr  this  wrong 

And  beg  forgiveness  from  mankind 

Oh  God  it  cannot,  must  net  be  long 

Loose  you,  the  blunt  from  the  clay  caked  bind 

Rlazon  their  soul  with  a  common  song 

Brothers,  can  not,  can  not  be  blind, 

Pat  Stallings 


THOUGHTS 


Go  to  hell  they  said 
So  we  did. 

Then  they  wanted  in. 

rre  must  be  nuts  they  said, 
laughing  at  themselves. 

And  indeed 

they  were. 


L  Leaves 

lying  on  the  flc or 
I)  e  ad 

Or  just 

lying  on  the  finer, 

Charles  rr,  rrhitworth 


17  nov  65 
Howard  L.  Gebeaux 
Stuart  R#  Matth< 
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